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Mr. Lehman: Jack (Maury),“ wha.t'é you'r iriéw“of' the possibility of the E

~ Director: coming back and giving testimony in an open. sessmn of the
" ‘Senate Forelgn Relatmns Commlttee‘? B : :

~ Mr. Maury: Well I thmk he'll be opposed to that. It would be a serious
‘matter of precedent for the Director of Central Intelligence to give -

. testimony in an open session. If he did, everyone in town would be after

him to testify on all kinds of things. It would be especially bad to have
him teat;.fy openly on this subject (SALT)

Mr. Clarke- Also, he is charged with the respons:.b:.llty of avo1d1ng public
disclosure of 1nte111gence matters. What is the need for him to testify
‘ pubhcly? L e : ‘

Mr, Lehman: The. question of verification is going to be a key issue on the
Hill and it would be helpful if he could make a p051t1ve statement on the
record.

Mzr. Korolog__s- He can do that in closed session. -

- Mr. Ma.ul I don't think he can do it publlcly without getting into some
serious secumty problems.

‘Mr. nght A real problem here is that the things he can say pubhcly
are not going to be sufficient to bear out the Administration's position that
our verification is adequate, To do that he will have to get into sensitive
areas. So if he makes a public presentation that is incomplete, it will

‘ Just give the critics of the agreements a new argument that our verification
is madequate.

- Mr. Korologos 1don't see any problem with an executive session before .

the SFRC, and if Scoop Jackson isn't happy, he can do it again before the .
Armed Services Committee. Fulbright would love to have an open session with
- Helms., What he wants is to get on TV. He'd like an open session with
Kissinger, too., Either one of them would put Fulbright and his committee

on national television. |

Mr, Maury: 1 am convinced it would do 1astmg damage to the Agency to
have the Director appear in open session. |

Mz, Lehma‘m 0. K.

Mr. Hanco‘dk: - What is the schedule for next _Week?

. SECRET | |
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o Mr. Lehman. The Secreta.ry' of State gaes before the SFRC on Monday,
- 'followed by Smlth. ‘ ‘ o g

Col. “Dalferes Secretary' Lalrd w111 go on Wednesday.

Mr. Korologas: - _Isn':t Laird testifyingcbefore the Armed Services Committee

e -on Tuesday?

 Col. Dalferes: Yes, that's their first day of hearings.

Mr. Brower: They're going to hold 'sifnultaﬁeous\hearings? ‘

' Ccl. Dalferes Yes. Senator Stennls wants a piece of the action,

Mr. Odeen' Tb.e Jomt Chiefs are gomg to test:.fy, a,ren't they’P

Col ‘Finkelstein -Yes, but not all to_gether.. I don't think they have ever
testified Jomtly. R ‘ C . o

'Mr, Hancock: Yes, they have. Onthe test ban hearmgs they were a.11 there
7w1th their square jaws lined up. in a row.

Col Dalferes: Adm. Moorer w111 go w:th Laird..

- Mr, Wright: Morgan sa.ld his committee ca.n't have hearings unt).]. after
‘ the Democratlc convention. ‘

Mr, Keeng Stemns or1gma11y sa1d the same thing. Why did he che-nge his
mind? : ) IR ‘

Mr, Korologos Stennis didn't want to be left out. He wants to get in on the
action and is talking about holding hearings on everything, SALT, the ABM,
you name it. By the way, you know there are two offensive agreement
resolutions circulating, the Scott/Mansfield Resolution and one submitted
by Fulbright. Our people should understand that they are to te stlfy' to the
Scott/ Mansfield Resolution.

Mr. Lehman: Does everyone under stand that the resolution we are to testify
to is the one sponqored by Scott and Mansf1e1d in the Senate and Boggs and
Ford in the House'?

Mr, Hancock:‘ I have a cepy of both. of them right here,

~ Mr. Lehman: I'11 have ‘c:opi‘es' made and:circulafe them, Our&vitn’esée s-‘
should make favorable noises about the Scott/Mansfield Resolution and avoid
discussing the differing texts of the two resolutions.
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: ;-\/Mr. Keeny The Secretary of State can't avmd such a dlscussmn 1f he is

o .'asked. N

Mr. Cook: What are the‘main'di;fferences?

. ‘Mr. Lehman The. Fulbnght Re solut:.on says "author:ze" mstead of '"approve'
“and the lawyers tell us to avo:.d that worchng. ‘

Mr. Brower: What lawyer_S? ‘The Secretary of State is a lawyer and a

former Attorney General. He shouldn't duck this question or sit up there

and say he can't fathom the difference. What the Secretary should say is

that this is a very important agreement that has been negotiated with ‘
painstaking care and that he wants a ‘simple, broad expression of congres s1ona1
approval. He shouldn't get into an argument over the wording of the
resolution. The word '"authorize" is used in congressional resolutlons

a.ll the tune w:.thout ca.usmg us any serious problems. |

_ Mr. Lehman That sounds good.’ ‘Can you write up an explanatory paragraph
‘on thxs issue that we can circulate to this group‘? ‘ ‘

Mr. Brower: I'll do a ta.lkmg paper on this today' and send it to you
(Lehman) for dlstrlbutmn. ‘

Mr. Ha.ncook: H_ow about some Q's & A's for our witnesses?

Mr. Brower: Well, 111 p1 *pare something in one form or another;

Mr. Lehman: The next item is our position on amendments, reservations,
_ete. The tendency now is to act in a generally negative way toward them,
Charlie (Brower), what is the legal effect of a reservation on a bilateral
agreement? Does a reservatmn require you to go back to re-negotiate
with the other party?

Mr, Brower: If the treaty is cha.nged you have to go back. It is always
tougher to justify opposition to reservations on a bilateral treaty than on

a multilateral one. With the latter you can argue that seventy countries
have approved it and it can't be changed, while with a bilateral you only
have to renegotiate with one country. The President said yesterday that
he is not adopting an attitude that Congress should "swallow it whole, "'

but at the same time the argument can be made that this treaty was pre-
pared through the most deliberate negotiations ever held, on a highly com-
plex subject. The best minds in the country spent years of effort on every
.detail of the treaty and it received more continuing Pre sidential attention
than any treaty ever has, Consequently, the Congress should .approach
 any reservations with great trepidation. .
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‘Mr, Wright: Another point is that SALT II is to begin in October and

if reservationg require us to go back and re-negotiate with the Russ:.ans,
1t could delay the follow-on negotla.tmns for a 1ong time. | '

Mr. quwer: We also can argue that a.ny problems the Congress has
with the agreement can be discussed with the Russians and ironed out in
phase two. I think the current posture on reservations can be maintained.

f Mr. Lehman At present ‘Ron Ziegler is postured to take a negatwe |
“attitude toward suggestions on reservations. What would be equivalent -
in an executive agreemgnt to a reservation to a treaty?

Mr. Brower: You get into some real problems here, If we getinto a

legal hassle on reservations to the executive agreement, the whole question
of the President's right to do it as an agreement and not a treaty may arise
and Congress may insist that it be resubmitted as a treaty re‘q_uiring Senate .
approval. We will have to make a careful distinction between amendments
of the preambular clauses a.nd the agreement itself, '

Mr. Gook: By the way, would you (Lehman) please remind Zm.gler to stop
calling this an executwe agreement‘? . : _

Mr. Lehman: Ye_s, he should avoid thdt.

. Mr. Brower: There are «ll kinds of technical, legal pitfalls in this
exercise and I want to urge all of you to keep in close touch with your
‘lawyers, - '

Mr. Hancock: The "Senate may want to include the initialed agreements or
even the unilateral statements as part of the treaty., This has to be avoided,
or we may find ourselves forced to go ba.ck to the Russians. _

: Mr. Lehman: Wha,t about :.ncludmg some of the se umlateral staternents

' Eﬁe whereas clause?

Mr. Martin: That wouldn't be helpful; it would be throwmg mud in the
Soviets' faces. ‘

- Mr, Hyland= I don't agree with that view, I don't think the Russians give
a damn what Congress does,. The German Parliament gutted the Berlin

' treaty and then wrote 55 pages of interpretation. They went back to the

 Russians with it and the Russians went ahead and signed it. - We have

‘discussed a number of interpretations: with the Russians, and they can
always say that these were what we agreed to, regardless of what the
‘Senate does., ‘ ‘
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| Mr. Wr:.ght' 1 wam: to reg1ster a reclama on Z1eg1er 8 posture of
“bemg negative to any reservations. I don't thmk that's wile.‘

- Mr. Lehman No, his mstruct:.ons are not to be negatwe, but rather
‘not to encourage reservations and to indicate that they will be considered
on a case by case baels. Does everyone agree w1th that approach'?

Mr. Wright: 'That's o. K. with‘me." )

" Mr. Cook:. I'd like. to move away from the Presxdent' s position on th1s as
‘much as poss:.ble. |

Mr.. Lehman Now, for the schedule, we have the Secretary of State on
' Monday, followed by Smlth S ‘ S

Col. kaelstem- And La1rd before the Senate Armed Servmes Commlttee
“on Tuesday, with Admiral Moorer. -

- Mr. Lehman I need the statements the Secretary and Smlth are gomg to
make.

- Mz, Aaron: The Secretary s statement is commg over today. There
won't be a statement by Smith., :

Mr, Maury Mz. Helms is on Tuesday mormng with the Foreign Relatlone

Committee, and the Armed Forces Committee wants to get him later.

The Director plans to stick to his knitting and not get into other people's -

- business, except that the Comm1ttee has asked to be updated on the Soviet
Strateglc gituation,

Col. Finkelstein: That area is supposed to be covered by Adm. Moorer.
That's what Dr, Kissin‘ger'e memo said! | '

Mr. Maury. I know that but the Committee has asked Helms to do it, so
he will present an update first and then get into verification afterwards.
I under stand Foster W111 follow Helms on Tue sday.

‘Col Dalferes: No, Foster is not gomg to test1fy before Laird, so he won't be
going on Tuesday. '

}pSECRET'
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Mr Wr1ght So to summarize, we. have the Secretary of State and Smith

- before the Foreign Relations Committee on Monday, Helms before the
SFRC on Tuesday, Laird and Moorer before the Armed Forces Committee
- on Tue sday, Laird and Moorer before the Foreign Relations Committee

on Wednesday and Foster before SFRC a.t some time to be determined.

Mr. Cook: We Wi].l ha.ve to make pri‘vate arrangements to get copies of
~~ the transcript of the executive sessions for our use as soon as possible
“‘after they are held, The committees only make one or two copies, 89

Co we'll have to make duplicates.Jack (Maury) can you take care of that?

Mr. Maury: Sure, I'll do it, Do you think many witnesses will have
- executive sessions? S ‘ o ‘
‘Mr. Cook: I don't know. ‘Helms for sure, There may not be any others.

I just want to make sure we get transcnpts of the testimony qu1ck1y.
Is Helms going to make a statement? : :

Mr. Maury: I don't know.

Mr. Hyland We should ha.ve a prepared statement, very bmef, saymg

that verification is not a problem. It should be something that can be
released publicly and used or referred to by the other witnesses ag

necessary. ' ' o

Mr, Maury: I'll talk to him about it.

Mz, Lehman- " When can I get a copy of Laird's statement?

: to make
Mr. Odeen: He's planning very different statements before the two
committees on Tuesday and Wednesday. ‘

Col, Dalferes: I'll find out when they'll be avallable.

Mr, Lehman: Pastore said he would ask Fulbright to let his cornm1ttee sit
in on the hearings of the Foreign Relations Committee, Perhaps we should
offer the Secretary of State and Smith to the Armed Forces Committee

as witnesses. : | '

Mr, Clark: When is Schlesnlger to testlfy before the J01nt Atomic Energy‘
Committee?
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) Mr. Lehman Hasn't theycommii:t:ee been"in touch With“hi.m?ll :

| Mr. Clark: 1 thmk they asked h:.m to appea.r on Wednesday, but I'm not
sure.

Mr. Lehman. I'd like a copy of hlS testimony by Monday. We alsowant"
him to testlfy before the Stenms Comrmttee. ' | ‘

Mr. Clark- 1'11 get the testu'nony to you.

Mr., Cook: It's very unpoz:ta.nt for Schlesmger to sta.y close to the Joint |
Atomic Energy Commlttee. They could give us a lot of trouble 1:f we're
not careful. T : :

" Mr. Clark: Iunderstand.
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